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REMARKS 

In accordance with the foregoing, claims 16-23 are amended, and claims 24-27 are 
added. No new matter is added. Claims 1-15 are cancelled. Claims 16-27 are pending and 
under consideration. 

ALLOWABLE SUBJECT MATTER 

Applicants acknowledge with appreciation the indication that original claims 18 and 23 
recite allowable subject matter. 

CLAIM OBJECTION 

Claim 10, which has been objected to, is cancelled. 

DRAWING OBJECTION 

In the Office Action at item 2 on page 2, Figure 31 has been objected to. In order to 
overcome this objection, a replacement sheet including Figure 31 labeled as "PRIOR ART" is 
submitted herewith. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. §101 

In the Office Action at item 2 on page 3, claims 8, 13-15 and 21-23 have been rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. §101 as directed to anon-statutory subject matter. Claims 8 and 13-15 are 
cancelled. Claims 21-23 are amended herewith to recite "a computer readable medium storing a 
program executable by a computer." 

CLAIM REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. §112 

In the Office Action at item 5 on page 3, claims 1, 7-10, 12-13, 15-18, and 21-23 have 
been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. Claims 1, 7-10, 12, 13, and 15 are 
cancelled herewith. Applicants made a bona-fide effort to amend the language of the pending 
claims in order to overcome the rejections. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 1-17 and 19-22 are rejected as obvious in view of combination of multiple prior art 
references. In view of the indication that claims 18 and 23 recite patentable features, and the 
claims amendments, Applicants respectfully submit that the pending claims patentably 
distinguish over the cited prior art references. Claim 18 is amended herewith to include the 
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recitations of claim 16 from which original claim 18 depended. Claim 23 is amended herewith to 
include the recitations of claim 21 from which original claim 23 depended. 



Relative to claim 16, the Office Action alleges that Col. 10, lines 26-27 of U.S. Patent No. 
5,394,471 to Ganesan ("Ganesan") disclose "inputting information of a generation rank for a 
password to be created " as recited in claim 1 . However the indicated paragraph merely states "a 
user password is selected and input through user input device 110 to the local processing unit 
106 for verification via interface 124." That is, Ganesan describes inputting an existing password 
for verification and not information of a generation rank for a password to be created as in claim 
1 . Therefore, Ganesan fails to teach or disclose the above cited feature of claim 16. Then, the 
Office Action alleges that Ganesan discloses generating a plainetext password candidate in Col. 
7, lines 32-38. However the indicated paragraph states: 

From the bad password characters identified in step 12, first 
compute, in step 14, the frequency matrix f for the bad passwords, 
where f[i,j,k] is the number of occurrences of a trigram (i.e., any 
three consecutive bad password characters) consisting of the i,j 
and k characters. For instance, the password, parsnips, yields the 
trigrams par, ars, rsn, sni, nip and ips. 

Applicants have difficulty understanding how the indicated paragraph og Ganesan is 

relevant relative to the features recited in claim 1 and respectfully ask the Examiner to elaborate. 

In fact, Ganesan is directed to a method for password validation and not password 
creation. On the same token the other reference cited as complementing Ganesan's teachings, 
U.S. Patent No. 5,862,323 to Blakely et al M is directed to a" network system server that provides 
password synchronization between a main data store and a plurality of secondary data stores." 
That is again it does not generate a password. On page 30 of the Office Action, the two portions 
of Blakely are indicated as able to correct or compensate for Ganesan's failure in teaching all the 
features of claim 16: 

Then, in block 712, the synchronization server determines if the 
password strength ERA is present for the user and if so proceeds 
to block 714... (col. 18, lines 32-33). 

In Block 524, the password synchronization server uses the 
content of the client Y foreign registry ERA to request the foreign 
registry password prorogation binding ERA from the proper DCE 
registry account in DCE registry 102. (Col. 9 lines 20-24.) 

Applicants respectfully submit that the indicated portions of Blakely, and Blakely as a 

whole, as well as Ganesan do not teach or suggest at least the following features recited in 

claim 16: 
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• inputting information of a generation rank for a password to be created; and 

• using a password candidate generating routine for generating a plaintext password 
candidate according to a generation procedure which is used for generating the 
password to be checked in a password guessing tool to obtain a password candidate 
generated for the generation rank by the password candidate generating routine. 

Therefore claim 16 is patentable over the cited prior art. 

Similarly claim 17 is patentable at least by reciting; 

• inputting information indicating strength of a password to be created; 

• converting the information indicating strength into information of a generation rank of 
a password candidate to be generated by a password candidate generating routine 
for generating a plaintext password candidate according to a generation procedure 
which is used for generating the password to be checked in a password guessing 
tool; and 

• using the password candidate generating routine to obtain a password candidate 
generated for the generation rank by the password candidate generating routine. 

Similarly, claim 21 patentably distinguishes over the cited prior art at least by reciting: 

• inputting information of a generation rank for a password to be created; and 

• using a password candidate generating routine for generating a plaintext password 
candidate according to a generation procedure which is used for generating the 
password to be checked in a password guessing tool to obtain a password candidate 
generated for the generation rank by the password candidate generating routine. 

Similarly, claim 22 is patentable at least by reciting: 

• inputting information indicating strength of a password to be created; 

• converting the information indicating strength into information of a generation rank of 
a password candidate to be generated by a password candidate generating routine 
for generating a plaintext password candidate according to a generation procedure 
which is used for generating the password to be checked in a password guessing 
tool; 

• using the password candidate generating routine to obtain a password candidate 
generated for the generation rank by the password candidate generating routine. 
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NEW CLAIMS 

New claims 24-27 are added to maintain the coverage of the original claims 18 and 23 
indicated as allowable. That is, new claim 24 recites the inventive features of original claim 17 
and 18 (as depending from claim 17), and claims 25 and 26 depending from claim 24, provide 
coverage of the subject matter originally recited in claims 19 and 20 corresponding to original 
claim 1 8 depending from claim 1 7. Claim 27 covers the inventive features of original claim 23 
depending from original claim 22. Thereby, no new matter is added, and the new claims are fully 
supported by the originally filed specification and claims. The new claims are also patentable in 
view of the indication that original claims 18 and 23 are patentable. 

CONCLUSION 

There being no further outstanding objections or rejections, it is submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance. An early action to that effect is courteously solicited. 

Finally, if there are any formal matters remaining after this response, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone the undersigned to attend to these matters. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 



Respectfully submitted, 



STAAS & HALSEY LLP 




Luminita A. Todor 
Registration No. 57,639 



1201 New York Avenue, NW, 7th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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